Each year millions of nonhuman animals are exposed to suffering in universities as they are routinely (ab)used in teaching and research in the natural sciences. Drawing on the work of Giroux and Derrida, this paper makes the case for a critical pedagogy of nonhuman animal suffering. The paper discusses critical pedagogy as an underrepresented form of teaching in universities, considers suffering as a concept and explores the pedagogy of suffering. The discussion focuses on the use of nonhuman animal subjects in universities, in particular in teaching, scientific research, and associated experiments. The paper concludes that a critical pedagogy of nonhuman animal suffering has the capacity to contribute to the constitution of a practical animal ethics conducive to the constitution of a radically different form of social life able to promote a more just and non-speciesist future in which nonhuman animals are not used as resources in scientific research in universities.
'less deadly, less painful' and that their impoverished lives should be made as full and as interesting as possible within the conditions imposed on them (Haraway 2008: pp 77 and 89-90) .
Rather than arguing against the use of nonhuman animals in scientific work the emphasis is placed upon organizing laboratories more efficiently and showing more care and consideration towards nonhuman animal subjects who nevertheless continue to be exposed to pain and suffering in the course of scientific research (Rollin 2006).
We advocate a radical shift away from the 'humane use' approach, to a non-anthropocentric alternative that focuses on abolishing the use of nonhuman animals in scientific research and on ceasing practices that expose them to the forms of suffering to which they are routinely exposed at the hands of humans (Donaldson and Kymlicka 2011) . This would entail releasing nonhuman animals from their abject subordinate role in the 'master and slave, manager and resource, steward and ward, or creator and artefact' binary that humans have imposed upon them (Donaldson and Kymlicka 2011, p. 3) .
The institution of the university and the suffering of animals
The domination and exploitation of nonhuman animals by humans is rarely accorded recognition and the institution of the university is potentially a key site within which this can be redressed through critical pedagogy. Reflecting on this issue Pedersen argues that a critical animal pedagogy possesses the potential to make in-depth interventions in the power structures and political economical forces in which human-animal relations are embedded, explore forms of counter-hegemonic resistance, draw on (and contribute to) activist knowledge, and problematize the very assumption of what makes certain bodies (human and animal) accessible for instrumental ends (2010, p. 88).
Such a pedagogical approach aims to criticise and dismantle rather than reinforce the notion of nonhuman animals as commodities. However, appropriate space for a critical pedagogy 'is not always easily created in academia' (Pedersen 2010, p.88) . This is a great loss as the educational system is well-placed to act against oppression and injustice and contribute significantly to an ethical reconfiguration of human nonhuman animal relations (Masschelein, 1998) . In the pedagogic process university lecturers and researchers can seek to ensure that students are able to recognise how different ethical orientations structure their relations with human and nonhuman animals. In particular, a critical pedagogical approach is able to expose and challenge the
